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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 



1. 



The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 



2. 



On page 6, line 3, "Figure 4" should be changed to Figure 5. 



3. 



On page 6, line 6, "Figure 5" should be changed to Figure 6. 



Appropriate correction is required. 



Drawings 



4. The drawings are objected to because it is not clear how the light "bends" toward 
axis A-A as suggested by Figure 4. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 
CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended". If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several 
views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be 
necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
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any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claims 1, 2, 4, and 5 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

6. Claim 1 , line 9, "a said" is contradictory. 

7. Claim 1, line 10, "the said" is redundant. 

8. Claim 1, last 2 lines, "the maximum... values" lacks antecedent basis. 

9. Claim 2, line 4, "the form" lacks antecedent basis. 

10. Claim 4, lines 4, "producing" should be change to produces. 

1 1 . Claim 5, lines 2, "of the type" lacks of antecedent basis and is indefinite since no 
"type" has been defined. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



13. Claims 1 , 2 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hayami et al. (US Publication No. 2002/0163814 A1) in view of Ito et al. (US 
Patent No. 6,417,624 B1 and FR 2797824). 
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14. With respect to claims 1 and 2, Hayami teaches a lighting apparatus arranged at 
the front of a vehicle having, on either side of the longitudinal axis of the vehicle, two 
passing headlights (30) for producing a regulation lighting beam for a passing light (Par. 
0037, lines 4-6), and which are adapted to pivot about a substantially vertical axis, 
towards a position which is deflected to the left and deflected to the right when the 
vehicle is in a left-hand and a right-hand bend situation, respectively (Par. 0023, lines 2- 
4). The apparatus further comprises two auxiliary headlights (20), which are cruising 
headlights, for producing an auxiliary regulation lighting beam (Par. 0037, lines 2-4). 
The apparatus further includes a central unit (2) which, when it detects failure of a the 
passing light (30) in the deflected position (Par. 0063, lines 1-2), causes the faulty 
passing light to be extinguished (Par. 0064, lines 5) and at least one of the auxiliary 
headlights to be lit (Par. 0037, lines 2-7, discloses the fixed lamp always stays lit). 

Hayami does not teach that the auxiliary headlight (20) compensates for the 
extinction of the faulty passing headlight. 

Ito teaches an alternative headlight (the low beam) that can be used as a 
substitute light source for a faulty main light source (the high beam) (Col. 3, lines 39- 
41). In the event of an abnormality occurring to the high beam headlight, the low beam 
headlight is turned upward from the original optical axis to compensate for the high 
beam headlight (Col. 4, lines 40-48). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to use the auxiliary headlight of Hayami as an alternative headlight 
for the passing headlight, as taught by Ito, in Hayami's headlight apparatus, so that in 
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the event of an abnormality occurring to the passing headlight, the auxiliary headlight is 
rotated from the original axis to compensate for the passing headlight and produces a 
light beam that has regard to the maximum permitted regulation photometric values 
above the horizontal longitudinal plane. 

15. With respect to claim 4, Hayami teaches the lighting apparatus according to 
Claim 2, wherein each cruising headlight (20) includes means for forming an upper cut- 
off line (24) in its light beam, and wherein the upper cut-off line is substantially 
coincident with the said horizontal longitudinal plane (H, Fig. 9(a) and 9(b)) when the 
cruising headlight so producing the compensating beam (L1). 

16. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hayami et 
al. (US Publication No. 2002/0163814 A1) and Ito et al. (US Patent No. 6,417,624 B1) 
as applied to claims 1 and 2 above, and further in view of Fleury (US Patent No. 
3,643,082). 

17. With respect to claim 3, Hayami teaches the passing headlight (30), which is also 
a cruising headlight when it directs light in the straight ahead direction of the motor 
vehicle (Par. 0037), includes a range corrector (5) adapted to modify the inclination of 
the cruising beam (31), and wherein, in order to form the compensating beam, the 
central unit (2) controls the range corrector (5) of the cruising headlight in such a way as 
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to deflect its light beam downwards (Par. 0055, lines 9-23). However, Hayami does not 
teach the range corrector adapted to modify the inclination of each of the cruising beam. 

Fleury teaches a vehicle headlight system, wherein each cruising headlight (1) 
includes a range corrector (45), which is adapted to modify the inclination of the cruising 
beam with respect to a horizontal longitudinal plane, to keep the beams from the lamps 
constant whether the vehicle is accelerating, running at a constant speed, or being 
braked (Col. 1 , lines 34-38). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to include a range corrector for each cruising headlight, as taught 
by Fleury, in the Hayami headlight system, so that whether the vehicle is accelerating, 
running at a constant speed, or being braked, the beam from the cruising headlight can 
be kept at a constant level. 

18. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hayami et 
al. (US Publication No. 2002/0163814 A1) and Ito et al. (US Patent No. 6,417,624 B1) 
as applied to claims 1, 2 and 4 above, and further in view of Ito (US Patent No. 
5,833,345). 

19. With respect to claim 5, Hayami teaches the vehicle lighting apparatus having a 
conventional discharge bulb (23) and a halogen bulb (33) enclosed in a housing (21) 
that has a conventional lens (12) but does not disclose using the headlight with an 
image-reproducing optic and occulting device. 
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Ito ('345) teaches a headlight with the image-reproducing optic (Fig. 4) for the 
purpose of improving the appearance of the automobile (Col. 1, lines 39-44). Ito further 
teaches one of the occulting devices (50) included in the headlight (1) with the image- 
reproducing optic (42) as the cut-off edge, which defines the upper cut-off line of the 
light beam produced by the cruising headlight (Col. 5, lines 5-10). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the headlight of Hayami to include the type of image- 
reproducing optic and an occulting device, as taught by Ito, in order to improve the 
appearance of the automobile and the occulting device to provide a low-beam cutting 
line. 

Response to Arguments 

20. Applicant 's arguments, filled on 16 November 2005, directed to rejection of 
claims 1-4 under 35 USC 102(a) as being anticipated by Hayami (US Publication No. 
2002/0163814 A1) have been fully considered and are persuasive. However, upon 
further consideration, a new ground of rejection is made in view of Hayami et al. (US 
Publication No. 2002/0163814 A1) in view of Ito et al. (US Patent No. 6,417,624 B1). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh H. Le whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8325. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Renee Luebke can be reached on (571) 272-2009. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Khanh H. Le 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2875 
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